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Latinos, or 34 percent of those Latinos, 
are without any form of health insur-
ance, and as a result, Latinos depend 
on Medicaid as their only means of 
health care access. By making prevent-
ative and primary care more readily 
available, and by protecting against 
and providing care for serious diseases, 
Medicaid has improved the health of 
millions of low-income Latinos and 
their families. 

Despite Medicaid’s enormous impor-
tance in providing access to health 
care services for millions of Latinos, 
Medicaid remains under assault by the 
Republican Congress and its adminis-
tration. When the Republicans took 
control of Congress back in 1995, the 
first thing they did was propose slash-
ing Medicaid by $128 billion to pay for 
the tax cuts for the wealthiest Ameri-
cans. 

Once again, Medicaid is under as-
sault, and the Republicans are at it 
again. The Republican proposal would 
shift the cost to States and bene-
ficiaries, undermine the ability to pro-
vide health care services, and ulti-
mately increase the number of unin-
sured. 
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Medicaid cuts would shut the need-
iest individuals out of public health 
programs. Latinos represent nearly 
one-fifth of the Medicaid beneficiaries. 
They would be disproportionately af-
fected by these cuts. Latinos are al-
ready marginalized in this country. At 
a time when Latinos lack proper health 
insurance and are facing rising health 
care costs, cuts in Medicaid funding 
will ultimately deny care and treat-
ment to the most vulnerable. Many of 
these cuts for Medicaid will be forced 
to rely on emergency medical services 
and, as you know, will cost the tax-
payers more money. 

The administration has allowed 5.4 
million Americans to slip into poverty. 
Under the proposal in my State of Cali-
fornia, it is estimated to lose over $174 
million in Federal funds annually, and 
current enrollment would drop by 3 
million people. In my county alone, in 
L.A., the loss would be close to $74.5 
million, affecting over one million 
beneficiaries. 

A recent study shows the combina-
tion of stagnant income and staggering 
increases, important items like health 
care, housing, education, transpor-
tation, all affecting our families. These 
cuts do nothing to relieve America’s 
working families. 

Let us do the right thing. Let us 
make sure we fully fund Medicaid so 
that American families and Latino 
families have full access to affordable 
quality health care for themselves and 
their children. 

On this eve where we are paying trib-
ute to a former Member of Congress, 
Congressman Ed Roybal from Los An-
geles, who was a pioneer advocating for 
the elderly and health care and Med-
icaid, I would ask that we remember at 
this time his strength and his tenacity 

in this House and how he fought so 
hard for the coverage of services 
through Medicaid for our seniors and 
especially those in East Los Angeles 
and across the country. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SODREL). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER) is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
addressed the House. His remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 
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DEFICIT DANGERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader. 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, last week 
I came to the well of this House to ex-
press my concern along with the con-
cern of others in the Committee on the 
Budget who joined us that night about 
the direction that a process we call rec-
onciliation was taking. 

This week my concerns have not been 
allayed. They have been aggravated be-
cause I see the course that reconcili-
ation has taken, and it is coming home 
closer and closer to programs that 
matter to those that can least afford to 
take the hits that they are about to re-
ceive. As we speak, our colleagues, our 
Republican colleagues from across the 
aisle, are debating and considering and 
moving toward big cuts in Medicaid, 
student loans, child support enforce-
ment, child foster care, and supple-
mental security income, farm con-
servation, the list goes on. About $50 
billion in spending cuts spread over 
about a 5-year period of time. 

They have offered up these spending 
cuts as a way to offset, partially at 
least, the spending increases that the 
responses to hurricanes Katrina and 
Rita will require; but in actuality, 
these spending cuts will not go to off-
set the costs of Hurricane Katrina be-
cause the Republican budget calls for 
$106 billion in additional tax cuts. And 
when these additional tax cuts are 
passed, the spending cuts that are also 
being proposed will simply go to make 
up for the revenue losses to some ex-
tent caused by the tax cuts they are 
proposing. 

Since the spending cuts are $50 bil-
lion, as this chart here shows, and the 
tax cuts are $106 billion, none of the 
spending cuts will ever make it to the 
bottom line where they might other-
wise be available and applied to the off-
set of the cost of Katrina and Rita. 

So the first problem that we as 
Democrats have, with what our Repub-
lican colleagues are pushing and push-
ing hard this week, is that it is not 
what approximate purports to be. It is 
not what it claims to be. It is not a 
plan to pay for Hurricane Katrina. It is 

a plan to facilitate $106 billion in addi-
tional tax cuts, notwithstanding the 
fact that we have last year, just a few 
weeks ago, we closed the books, and 
the deficit for the preceding fiscal year 
was the third largest in history, $320 
billion; $106 billion in additional tax 
cuts at a time when we have a $320 bil-
lion deficit that is only likely to get 
worse this year because of the cost of 
the hurricane. 

The second problem that we as 
Democrats have with the plan that our 
colleagues are pushing is that we be-
lieve the cost to help one State sustain 
the catastrophic costs of a natural dis-
aster, a disaster like Hurricane 
Katrina, should be borne by all the 
States and spread over the entire popu-
lation, the whole country, but spread 
equitably, spread equitably. We do not 
believe that those least able to bear 
the costs should be burdened with the 
lion’s share of the load, and yet that is 
exactly what is taking shape. 

That is exactly what they are doing, 
pushing a plan to pay for the cost of 
Hurricane Katrina, at least under that 
pretext that will come down on the 
backs of college students borrowing to 
pay for their education; on the backs of 
the sick whose only access to care is 
Medicaid; and on the backs of the very 
poor who depend on food stamps and 
foster care and child support enforce-
ment, all of these things. These are the 
programs and the bore sights of the 
plan that are about to be brought to 
the floor. 

These are just some, a sampling of 
those on whom these cuts are going to 
fall. 

So what we have coming before the 
House this week, if it does indeed come 
forth, is a plan for spending cuts that 
does not serve its stated purpose be-
cause it does not go to pay for the cost 
of Hurricane Katrina, not a dime of it. 
And the spending cuts it selects, 
whether to offset more tax cuts or to 
pay for Katrina, come down on those, 
as I have said, who are least able to 
bear them. 

On our side we think it is fair to ask, 
Why this sudden interest in offsets? 
Why insist on offsets to pay for build-
ing or rebuilding Biloxi, but not insist 
on offsets for building or rebuilding or 
building back Baghdad for which we 
have appropriated so far more than $20 
billion? 

One reason that our colleagues have 
suddenly seized on this issue is that 
the evidence of bad budgeting, of fiscal 
failure, of endless deficits is mounting 
and spreading and becoming undeniable 
is too much to sweep under the rug. On 
their watch, the Federal budget has de-
scended from a surplus of $236 billion in 
the year 2000, the last full fiscal year of 
the Clinton administration, to a deficit 
of $320 billion last year and $412 billion 
the year before. 

The deficit will only be worse this 
year, as I have said, this fiscal year, 
2006, because this year is when most of 
the spending to fix up and respond to 
Katrina is going to be paid out. Here is 
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